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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

1. Write all the scientific species name in italics 

2. In the introduction part mention the pasting properties definition and purpose 

3. manufacture of value-added produce such as noodles- Prodcut 

4. references in the text not in a uniform order (et al., et al., ) 

5. Purpose of doing peak viscosity, trough viscosity, break down viscosity, final 

viscosity, and setback viscosity (included in the text to understand the lay person) 

6. What are the statisticl tools used in this study write in in the methodology section 

7. Figures of product may improve the quality of the manuscript 

8. Storage ability? 

9. Discussed with some recent references- all the references quoted by the authors 

are before 2014 

10. Improve the conclusion part (highlight your findings) 

11. Check the typical errors throughout the manuscript 

12. References 

 

All the suggestions and recommendations by the Reviewer have been taken 
care of. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

The paper is good. But rationale and flow of information need to improve. After the revision 
the paper may accepted for the publication 
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